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(^akti being supersensuou-s, its existence is proved
through inferen-ce. The form of inference is this: Ere
possesses fakti (a particular kind^ of capacity) favour-
able to the production of burning. This capacity is
not found to be operating when any obstacle, as for
instance, the ^indrakanta-w^ni., comes in its way and
when the mani is removed or any other stronger
counteracting force, say the surJakdnta-mani^ is brought
in, the capacity, again, begins to work. This shows
that there is a particular kind of thing which being
destroyed, there is no bu-rning, and when it is free
from obstacles and is not destroyed, there is the
burning. This particular kind of thing or capacity
is called (^akti.  It is different from all other categories.

But the Naiyayikas do not admit it as a different
category. The above mentioned instance is explained
by them through the help of prafibandhakabbava^ meaning,
the absence of the obstacles. Hence, the assumption of
fakti would only lead to a great gaurava, which is not
desirable.

But a close observation shows that what the
Mimamsakas call fakfi is really included in the concep-
tion of cause according to the Naiyayikas. Hence, in
fact, the notion of fakti is accepted by the Naiyayikas
also in some form or other. What they deny, it seems,
is its being given a separate place.78 Thus, they say that
the non-existence of the obstacles being a common
cause of all the effects, there is no need of assuming the
existence of ^akti as an independent category; and
moreover, fakti itself is nothing but the cause itself.79

^KP.^VoL I, pp. 144-157-
79 TD., on TS., p. 65 along with NIlakanthI, p. 188.